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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This action is in response to the communication filed on 3/16/07. 



2. 



Claims 1-28 are pending in this action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 14 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Cambell et al. (Cambell) (US (US 2003/0208601 A1). 

As per claim 14: Campbell discloses a method of providing multiple services according 
to a plurality of service types in a data only mobile telecommunication system having an 
access network (AN) for communicating with an access terminal (AT) on a radio 
15 channel and a packet data service node (PDSN) for providing a data service to 
the AT via the AN (see fig. 1; paragraphs 0012, 0036-0040), the method comprising the 



steps of: 
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transmitting data between the AT and the PDSN in traffic paths established for a 
plurality of service instances set to a plurality -of service types by a connection for the 
data service (see paragraphs (0012, 0023-0025, particularly paragraph 0023); 

transmitting from the AT to the PDSN via the AN a connection close message 
with the service type of a service instance to be terminated, upon request 
for termination of the service instance (see paragraphs 0012, 0023-0025, particularly 
paragraph 0023); and 

terminating the service instance in the AT upon receipt of a connection 
close response message from the PDSN via the AN (see paragraphs 0023, 0038, 
0043). 

As per claim 28: the features of claim 28 are similar to the features of claim 14. Hence, 
claim 28 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5, 7-12, 14-19, 21-26 and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 

being unpatentable over Campbell et al. (Campbell) (US 2003/0208601 A1) in view of 

Kohli et al. (Kohli) (US 2004/0240427 A1 ). 
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As per claim 1: while -data only mobile telecommunication system and a radio 
channel, in the preamble are considered as an intended use for lack of developing the 
body of the claim , Campbell discloses a method for accessing packet data service 
network (PDSN) (see fig. 2; paragraph 0024) via radio access network (see fig. 1, 
element 104) for communication with an access terminal (see fig. 1, element 102), 
comprising the steps of: 

(1 ) establishing a connection for the data service with the PDSN (see paragraph 

0012); 

(2) generating a plurality of service instances for the different service types 
according to the session configuration (see paragraph 0035); 

(3) exchanging data streams with the PDSN in a service instance corresponding 
to a currently provided service among the plurality of service instances (see paragraph 
0025; claim 6). But, Cambell does not explicitly teach about configuring a session for 
setting the plurality of service types having different traffic characteristics by the 
connection, as argued by applicant. However, in the same field of endeavor, Kohli 
teaches about method and system for providing multimedia call model, wherein a call 
model is provided to support in a single call session any number of users as in 
conference and multi-party calls, any number of tele-service call and any tele-service 
call type (see paragraphs 0006, 0008, 0034). Therefore, it would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching 
of Cambell with that of Kohli for the advantage of so as to change/configure the 
call/session based on the activities of an end user (see paragraph 0002). 



Application/Control Number: 10/621,395 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2617 

As per claim 2: Campbell discloses a method, wherein in the step (1), data streams 
that can be processed according to the session configuration are classified into a 
stream type for signaling, and a plurality of stream types for the plurality of service types 
(see paragraphs 0025, 0035). 

As per claim 3: Campbell discloses a method, wherein the plurality of stream types are 

a stream type for conventional data service, a stream type for a v voice call service, and 

a stream type for a video multimedia (see paragraphs 0025 and 0035). 

As per claim 4: Campbell discloses a method, wherein the step (2) comprises the steps 

of: 

Being assigned to a traffic channel in idle state by the AN, generating a first 
service instance, and establishing a first path for the first service instance with the 
PDSN (see paragraph 0025); 

Generating a second service instance corresponding to the service type of 
a new service upon request for the new service according to the first service instance, 
and establishing a second traffic path for the second service instance (see paragraphs 
0035, 0038-0040). 

As per claim 5: Campbell discloses a method, wherein the second service instance 
generating step comprises the steps of: 

transmitting to the PDSN via the AN a connection request message with 
10 the service type of the second service instance set (see paragraph 0039); and 

receiving a connection response message from the PDSN via the AN in 
response to the connection request message (see paragraphs 0036, 0040). 
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As per claim 7: Campbell discloses a method, further comprising the step of selecting 
one of the plurality of service instances generated according to the session 
configuration and terminating the selected sen/ice instance (see paragraphs 0044; claim 
22). 

As per claim 8: Campbell discloses a method of claim wherein the step of selecting 
and terminating the service instance comprises the steps of: 

transmitting to the PDSN via the AN a connection close message with 
the service type of a service instance to be terminated (see claim 22; paragraphs 0023, 
0038, 0043); 

receiving a connection close/suspended response message from the PDSN via 
the AN in response to the connection close message and terminating the service 
instance (see claim 22; paragraphs 0023, 0038, 0043). 

As per claim 9: the features of claim 9 are similar to the features of claim 1 , except 
configuring a first session for AT authentication between the AT and the AN, 
authenticating the AT according to the first session, which is discloses by Campbell (see 
paragraph 0008). Hence, claim 9 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as 
claim 1. 

As per claim 1 0: the feature of claim 1 0 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, 
claim 10 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 
As per claim 1 1 : the feature of claim 1 1 is similar to the feature of claim 4. Hence, 
claim 1 1 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 
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As per claim 12: the feature of claim 12 is similar to the feature of claim 5. Hence, 

claim 12 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 

As per claim 1 5: the features of claim 1 5 are similar to the features of claim 1 . Hence, 

claim 15 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 1. 

As per claim 1 6: the feature of claim 1 6 is similar to the feature of claim 2. Hence, 

claim 16 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 2. 

As per claim 17: the feature of claim 17 is similar toe the feature of claim 3. Hence, 

claim 17 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 

As per claim 1 8: the features of claim 1 8 are similar to the features of claim 4. Hence, 

claim 18 is ejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 

As per claim 1 9: the features of claim 1 9 are similar to the features of claim 5. Hence, 

claim 19 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 

As per claim 21 : the feature of claim 7 is similar to the feature of claim 8. Hence, claim 

21 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 7. 

As per claim 22: the feature of claim 22 is similar to the features of claim 8. Hence, 

claim 22 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 8. 

As per claim 23: the features of claim 23 are similar to the features of claim 1 . Hence, 

claim 23 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 1 . 

As per claim 24: the feature of claim 24 is similar to the feature of claim 3. Hence, 

claim 24 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 3. 

As per claim 25: the feature of claim 25 is similar to the feature of claim 4. Hence, 

claim 25 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 4. 
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As per claim 26: the features of claim 26 are similar to the features of claim 5. Hence, 
claim 26 is rejected on the same ground and motivation as claim 5. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 6, 13, 20 and 27 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, regarding claims 14 and 28, filed on 3/16/07 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. Arguments and corresponding responses 
are provided as shown below. 

Argument: with regard to claims 14 and 28, applicant argues by saying that Cambell et 
al. (Cambell) does not disclose or teach "transmitting data between the AT and the 
PDSN in traffic paths/channels established for a plurality of service instances set to a 
plurality of service types by a connection for the data service". 
Response: examiner respectfully disagrees with the argument. In that, Cambell 
discloses/teaches a data communication established between the AT and the PDSN in 
traffic paths/channels for data communication service (see fig. 1); considering the 
connection between the elements 102 and 108 in fig. 1 clearly shows that a data 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/621 ,395 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2617 

communication between the entities mentioned takes place. Furthermore, the air 
interface includes a plurality of communication channels/paths (see abstract) and the 
system provides session for a plurality of data types (see claim 22). Therefore, the 
argument is not found to be persuasive and consequently, the rejection applied to the 
claims in question is maintained. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N. Zewdu whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 7873. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Banks-Harold Marsha can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any inquiry of a general nature relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 



2600. 



Meless Zewdu 




Primary Examiner 



04 June 2007. 



